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Zur Frage uber die Freiheit des Willens. M. SWEREFF. Vierteljahrs-
schrift fUr wissenschaftliche Philosophic 1893, IV, 476; 1894,
1,98.

The subject is treated in the first part in a critical manner, and
in the second the author presents his constructive position. He
finds a fundamental error in the traditional statement of the problem
which recognizes an antithesis between freedom and causality. Free-
will must then be considered as wholly uncaused and therefore
essentially lawless. The result is that human activity is reduced,
as Paulsen puts it to a 'series of disconnected and undesigned
accidents.' Causation and freedom must therefore be considered, as
the inner and outer aspects of one and the same phenomenon, and
not necessarily in conflict. They can agree if considered as concepts
of different categories, such as the categories of sound, and color.
The theory of indifferent choice does not remove the difficulty.
Choice, if it means anything, signifies a choosing for some reason,
or some ground. An unmotived choice is the same as the lawless-
ness above mentioned. Again, we do not avoid the difficulty in the
theory of self-determination. This does not clear, only obscures the
question. The old problem still emerges,—is the self-determination
through motive or not? The free-will dilemma still confronts us.
Another theory that the will is an originally creative act, only sug-
gests the some old query,—is the creative act according to some
recognized end or not ? Is there a reason for the act in question,
or not ? The same difficulty lies at the bottom of all these theories.

As to Swereff's constructive position, he holds that the question
of freedom of the will concerns only deliberative actions. Where
distinctly recognized alternatives are before us; all automatic or
ideo-motor actions do not raise the question of free-will at all. He
is free who chooses according to his reason. Reason regarded as
motive to action has the power of silencing and ruling all other
motives. This power varies in man according to birth, education,
etc. It varies also in the individual at different times according to
presence or absence of conflicting motives. Here arise also moral
considerations. Every one possesses ideas of a distinction between
good and evil as immediate deliverances of the judgment. Here it
must be observed that law and motived regularity in the sphere of
understanding is quite different from the same in the sphere of im-
pulse. How then explain choice, and responsibility with this law of
mental activity, namely the compulsion of reason ? Responsibility
must be regarded as incompatible only with a law of external neces-
sity. Reason is the expression of the Ego and reason founded upon
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law means that the law is itself the expression of the Ego. Deter-
mined by Reason means in the deepest sense self-determination.
Responsibility arises from fact that conduct must emanate from me.
Responsibility is for what I essentially am.

An objection is considered, namely, that reason in the last analysis
is dependent upon the will, the fixation of attention, etc. This is
answered when we consider the true concept of a unity of conscious-
ness, in which feeling, reason, will all function. While all operating
together, the predominating factor gives character to the resulting
activity as will, reason, or feeling respectively. A second objection
is that which is suggested by the statistical study of social phenom-
•ena, as observed in the labors of Siissmilch, Quetelet, and others.
Here it seems as though regularity emerged in the midst of confused
and widely different phenomena. Regularity in the aggregate is the
law. There are laws of disorder as well as order. This is not
incompatible, however, with the fact that the laws of reason should
find objective manifestation in the activities and affairs of man.
Swereff's discussion of this old problem is of value chiefly because of
his psychological insight, and the fact that he attempts to solve the
difficulties of the question by means of clear psychological definitions
and distinctions.

Einiges zur Grundlegung der Sittenlehre. J. PETZOLDT. Vierteljahrs-
schrift fiir wissenshaftliche Philosophic 1893, II, 145; 1894, I,
3»; II, 196.

These articles are based upon a criticism of Franz Staudinger's
1 Die Gesetze der Freiheit.' Staudinger's theory of subjective contra-

diction, as the beginning of all volition, may be illustrated as follows:
In hunger the impulse to action in order to satisfy the craving of
appetite, arises from the mental representation of a contrast between
•some former state where food was at hand, and the present state
where it is not. This creates a subjective tension towards some
change which is the potential of the act of willing and capable of
calling it forth. Some such experience characterizes the antecedents
of every act of volition. Petzoldt modifies this theory substantially;
he suggests that the subjective contradiction starts a series of activ-
ities whose end is stability. The mind is satisfied with that stability
alone which can be expressed either in general concepts or in laws
of nature. The end of science is to discover such concepts and
laws, that in the repetition of any series eventuating in them, we
•would not wish any change whatsoever, but are satisfied to rest
.therein. The germs of this theory he finds in the theory of the vital


